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A free press is essential for a free society. Much of the press and radio and most news weeklies, however, cater to the material and sensational, yielding to the many pressures that play upon 
narrow provincialism and our national prejudices. Thus political fanaticism and self-defeating military extremism threaten to displace sound democratic practice and a rational defense system. For 
those who would maintain their dedication to Christian citizenship and to truth, Between The Lines presents selected reports, analyses and forecasts drawn from the most authoritative sources, which 
provide a greater insight into the crucial issues of our day. This effort is dedicated to the belief that only through the Judaic-Christian concepts of truth can we avoid the violent changes inherent 
in war and in communism and thus move forward out of the tribalism of man towards the brotherhood of the Kingdom of God. Anything less will be dangerously inadequate in the nuclear age. 
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“What Can I Do? 
Christian Citizenship Day: A 

revitalizing experience can be 
brought to your community 
through the sponsorship of a 
Christian Citizenship Day —a 
day of intensive study, under the 
leadership of Charles A. Wells, 
of the problems and dangers 
that inflict modern society and 
of how these problems may be 
met through the application of 
Christian truth and goodwill. Mr. 
Wells has presented such pro- 
grams under the sponsorship of 
distinguished church groups in 
many communities. 

Christian Citizenship Day usually begins 
in the early afternoon with a tea for 
churchwomen and their friends at which 
Mr. Wells presents the topic, “Win the 
Women and You Win Half the World — 
the Modern Woman in the World Revo- 
lution.” A forum discussion follows. Then 
a supper meeting is held for churchmen, 
their families and friends, at which Mr. 
Wells reports on “‘How God is Destroying 


Communism Behind the Iron Curtain — 
Why There Need Be No War with Russia.” 


An evening mass meeting cli- 
maxes the day with a dramatic 
interpretation by Mr. Wells of 
the theme, “The Power of Chris- 
tian Truth vs. Politics, Militar- 
ism and Science in the Hydrogen 


Age,” followed by discussion. 

Any leading church or churches or 
group of influential church laymen can 
sponsor a Christian Citizenship Day. No 
financial guarantee is required but all pre- 
paratory plans are to be undertaken and 
carried out conscientiously. Write for fur- 
ther information. Schedules must be made 
well in advance. 

“A lot of thinking was changed in 
those few great hours,’’ writes one pas- 
tor. “A one-day revival — of the best kind 
— reaching the heart through the mind,” 








reports a layman. 








Mr. Wells will continue to de- 
vote a part of each year to The 
Conferences on Christ and World 
Need — a week of Spiritual Em- 
phasis that penetrates every part 
of community life through pro- 
grams that reach the schools, 


clubs and churches. 

The topics explored in the Conferences 
on Christ and World Need are: Sunday, 
“The Ways and Power of Christian Love 
Vs. Politics, Militarism and Science’; 
Monday, “The Power of Love in Business 
—The New Capitalism’; Tuesday, ‘’Chris- 
tian Love in Race Relations — From Here 
to India and Africa’; Wednesday, “How 
God's Love Is Destroying Communism Be- 
hind the Iron Curtain — A Report on the 
Church in Russia’; Thursday, “The Power 
of Love Through Protestant Freedom or 
Catholic Dogma”; Friday, “‘The Power of 
Love and Broken Homes, Broken Nerves, 
Broken Hearts—Lessons from Russia’s Years 
of Free Love.” 





Working Wives 


and Economics 

Can your wife afford to work? 
Although a third of all adult wom- 
en in the U. S. hold jobs in busi- 
ness and industry, not nearly all of 
these are actually “gainfully em- 
ployed” when their net earnings are 
realistically computed. Recent so- 
cial studies reveal that the wages of 
working wives are often partially or 
entirely cancelled out in the family 
budget by such added expenses as: 
(1) extra household help at home; 
(2) less economical management of 
the home; (3) a higher income tax 
bracket for the family; (4) cost of 
transportation, lunches, clothes and 
social obligations connected with 
her business life. 

A clear differentiation should be 
made between working for actual 
need and working for self-expres- 
sion or for “extras.” If a working 
wife is the sole support of the fam- 
ily, or the chief support of the fam- 
ily, then most other factors by nec- 
essity take second place. But if her 
earnings are not absolutely essential 
for sustenance, then she must weigh 
carefully all the other elements in- 
volved — whether her family is 
penalized by her being outside the 
home during the day and subject to 
rigid outside obligations — whether 
she as a person is drained or stimu- 
lated by her business or profession- 
al career—whether the hidden 
costs of her job are cancelling out 
more of the profits than she realizes. 

How much a working wife ac- 
tually earns hinges on how much 
her husband earns. Taxwise, a 
working wife whose husband’s earn- 
ings are low will clear much more 
than the working wife whose hus- 
band’s earnings are higher. Thus 
the many young wives who work 
while their husbands continue their 
professional educations can “take 
home” most of their earnings, and 
at the same time the joint effort is 
a career investment that will bring 
high income returns in the future. 
But when these same husbands are 
established as business men, law- 
yers, architects, doctors or engi- 


neers, the wives, if they continued 
(continued second col., NEXT page) 


X-Ray and Forecast 


HE Conquest of Outer Space will bring no satisfaction or security 
until more progress is made in the Conquest of Inner Space — those 


vast dimensions not yet explored or mastered which extend around the 
hearts and minds of men. 


There is, therefore, something significant in the pilgrimage to the 
U. S. of the First Deputy Premier of the Soviet, Anastas Mikoyan, after 
the leaders in Washington have rebuffed every suggestion of a Summit 
Peace Conference with the high officials of Moscow and Peking. We 
understand that there are high hopes that Mr. Mikoyan will suggest a 
solution for the Berlin crisis. We have even higher hopes than that: we 
hope that the coming of the Deputy Premier, representing a global atheist 
political philosophy, will awaken the realization that the same tough 
realism and devotion to achievement, which has given Russia the immense 
prestige of leadership in the conquest of outer space, is also winning 
them leadership in solving the problems of human relationships of our 
small planet. The negativism and unimaginative devotion to militarism and 
fear — under a mantle of piety which characterizes so much official think- 
ing in Washington — destroys the influence we should have won with our 
great wealth, our great gifts and the ocean of goodwill which the American 
people really have for all mankind. 


HAVOC IN HAVANA —AND WHAT IT MEANS 


HE revolution in Cuba brings to light some important aspects of 

American relationships abroad. The Havana mobs particularly vented 
their hatred, you will recall, on the fashionable gambling casinos and elab- 
orate bars and cocktail lounges that feature the luxury resorts, most of 
which are owned by U. S. gambling syndicates and their liquor associates. 
It is well known that the deposed President Fulgencio Batista, a rather sin- 
cere though somewhat simple army lieutenant when he came to power, 
had been seduced by the corrupting influence of these American gambling- 
liquor interests — along with his entire regime. (Sec N. Y. Times, Jan. 
2, 3, 4, for details on destruction of American casinos, gambling equip- 
ment and bars in Havana.) 


AN AMERICAN EDUCATOR long associated with U. S. mission 
schools in Cuba writes, “The Cuban people, nearly 60 per cent of whom 
are illiterate and hopelessly submerged in the poverty of the low-wage 
sugar industry, are crowded into unspeakably squalid urban and rural Cu- 
ban slums. Around them this luxury and wealth has blossomed in the most 
gaudy vulgar forms, as the U. S. gambling and liquor crowd took over. 
The Cuban people needed U. S. aid and guidance, but this is what they got.” 


THE GAMBLING SYNDICATES OPERATE OPENLY 
throughout much of America, with the axis of their operations in 
Las Vegas and Miami — the Cuban operations directed from Miami. All 
this is open knowledge. The hundreds of millions involved, the banking 
and transfer of funds, the network of wire services, all require wide coop- 
eration in legitimate business channels. The law enforcement authorities of 
New York recently warned the nation’s law enforcement agencies that the 
gambling and racket operators are now so deeply entrenched that in no 
large city can the law be enforced “without justice being short-circuited all 
down the line.” Despite the murders, kidnappings and blackmail that are 
notorious in the gambling world, many of which are interstate crimes and 
thus Federal offenses, a gambling tycoon is rarely convicted or imprisoned 
until finally one here or there is caught by the U. S. Treasury boys on an 
income tax dodge! 


(continued first col., NEXT page) 





X-Ray and Forecast 


THE KEFAUVER SENATE CRIME INVESTIGATION estab- 
lished the close association of the liquor interests with gambling and other 
criminal activities and the close relation of these underground networks 
with big-time politics. Liquor and gambling support each other — the cost- 
ly bars and cocktail lounges always flank the casinos. The Senate Commit- 
tee reported that such establishments are often jointly owned and that the 
distillers and brewers seemed to favor distributor ties with the gambling- 
racket rings. “They know how to push the stuff,” according to witnesses. 
Now these gambling-liquor syndicates are going in for “foreign relations,” 
as they have in Cuba and have long been doing in Mexico. 

THE FAVORED TREATMENT LIQUOR GETS in the U. S. 
Armed Services, and in U. S. diplomacy, is notorious. Any chaplain will 
tell you that “nearly all court martial cases — even those involving murder 
and rape — are caused by incidents where a good boy got drunk.” The in- 
stances where liquor gets priority treatment in the armed services are be- 
yond number — in war and peace: Remember the six young Marines who 
were drowned when their Marine Corps drill sergeant marched a squad of 
trainees into a swamp? Testimony revealed that the sergeant had been 
drinking all day, although it is strictly against all military post regulations 
for liquor to be available during active duty. The sergeant was broken, but 
the officers who were responsible for the base regulations were not touched, 
and the C. O. who was really responsible was merely transferred. 

And there was the U. S. Army captain, with a patrol squad looking 
for stolen goods shortly after the end of the Korean war, who broke into a 
Korean home and kicked the householder to death. The victim proved to 
be a high official of the Korean Council of Churches, and testimony showed 
that the captain had been drinking on duty. He was broken, but the officer 
responsible for the infraction of liquor rules at the post was only trans- 
ferred, then later promoted. The public hears of only a few of such in- 
stances, but the parade is continuous. (Washington Post, May 4, ’56.) 

THE IRONY: The Kremlin is cracking down on liquor in Russia 
with severity, and preaching sobriety and temperance — as is Red China. 
Are not the despoilers in the American defense program guilty of sabo- 
tage as much as if they mined a bridge or put a time-bomb in a plane? 

ALCOHOL AND DIPLOMACY: Why do thousands of dollars 
worth of hard liquor flow at all U. S. ambassadorial parties and receptions 
abroad, although many other national embassies serve only tea, punch or 
light wines? In the first place, most of those other nations can’t afford such 
outlays as the editor of this Newsletter has personally witnessed at a num- 
ber of U. S. Embassy parties in both Europe and Asia. 


(continued) 


BERLIN DEADLINE 


HERE will be a drumbeat of propaganda about the danger of war 

with Russia between now and June, when Nikita Krushchev has de- 
manded that the U. S. and Britain must be out of Berlin. All that’s being 
said about the importance of Berlin to the West is true: It is a show-case 
of free enterprise hard by the drab areas blighted by Marxist tyranny; it is 
an open door for refugees from the East zone, a magnet drawing off the 
best talents from the Red domains, and West Berliners have become valiant 
able allies whom we should not abandon. But these are but minor reasons 
for Moscow’s determination to drive the U. S. out. 


THE BERLIN THREAT arises out of the introduction of high- 
speed hydrogen missiles into the U. S. and Soviet arsenals. This Newsletter 
has repeatedly warned that the ring of air bases which the U. S. has built 
around the Soviet perimeter must not be made into missile bases unless we 
wished to force war upon the Soviet. Yet this is the policy, which the ex- 
tremists in the Pentagon and State Dept. are now trying to enforce but 
without letting the American people know what their Government is doing. 
If we thrust atomic weapons close to the vitals of the Soviet, we should ex- 
pect the tough and able Russian commanders to retaliate in kind. For the 
Russians suffered two armed invasions from Germany within the last gen- 
eration. Yet we are re-arming West Germany, which comprises three- 
fourths of the German population and industrial strength, and are now 
adding to that rearmament the most terrifying weapons of history. The 
Pentagon argument that the atomic missiles will remain under U. S. con- 
trol offers no grounds for assurance against what might happen in the 
event of sudden war. 

THE TIME SCHEDULE for the installation of atomic missiles in 
West Germany coincides with Khrushchev’s demand that the U. S. must 
be out of West Berlin by June. For if the Russians counter the U. S. mis- 
siles with Soviet missiles in the strategic areas of the East Zone, embark- 
ments of U. S. officers could literally watch from rooftops in West Berlin. 
Then beyond all this is the possibility that the U. S. military extremists are 
deliberately using the missile stalemate to bring an impasse from which 

(continued third col., NEXT page) 


Working Wives and Economics 


their careers, would often find 
themselves working at a deficit. 

Here are some actual figures 
based on various studies of the in- 
comes of working wives: 

When the husband earns $75 a 
week, a wife who makes $50 will 
have to pay $9 of it in extra taxes 
and about $12 in additional ex- 
penses — thus clearing $29 out of 
her $50 salary. A wife who makes 
$75 will pay $14 in added taxes 
and about $15 in extra expenses, 
clearing $46 out of her $75 salary. 
A wife who makes $100 a week, 
will pay $19 of it in added taxes, 
$20 in added expenses, leaving her 
$61 out of her $100. 

When the husband earns $100 a 
week, a wife who earns $50 will 
pay $9 in added taxes, $15 in add- 
ed expenses, keeping only $26. A 
wife who earns $75 a week will pay 
$14 in added taxes, $17 in added 
expenses, keeping $44 of her $75. 
A wife who earns $100 a week will 
pay $19 in added taxes, $22 in add- 
ed expenses, clearing $59. 

When the husband earns $200 a 
week (or around $10,000), the wife 
who earns $50 will pay $12 of it in 
added taxes, $22 in added expenses, 
clearing $16. A wife who earns $75 
will pay $19 in added taxes, $35 in 
added expenses, clearing $21. A 
wife who makes $100 a week will 
pay $25 in added taxes, $49 in add- 
ed expenses, clearing $26. 

The tax bite is inflexible and the 
number of dependents doesn’t 
make much difference in the tax 
picture. But the extra expenses oc- 
casioned by the wife’s career vary 
widely. If there are young children, 
the cost of nurse or nursery school 
and other domestic help may use 
up most of the wife’s earnings. Al- 
most invariably the working wife 
cannot manage her household as 
economically as a wife who can 
spend more time planning meals. 
shopping, taking advantage of sales, 
mending and reconditioning clothes, 
etc., doing various decorating jobs 
herself. It is calculated that the av- 
erage American family can save 
about $500 a year through bargain 
sales and “specials,” but the busy 
career woman rarely has time to 
take advantage of such money sav- 
ers. The working wife either has 
domestic help in the kitchen which 
runs up all household costs or she 
must buy hastily and depend more 
on expensive quickly prepared or 
pre-prepared foods. If the wife 
works in a laboratory, her clothes 
budget for work will be almost 
nothing extra, whereas if she works 
in an office or in certain fields allied 
with the fashion industry, she may 
have to spend a very high percent- 
age of her earnings on her ap- 
pearance. 

(continued NEXT col.) 


(continued) 


Many working wives find that 
medical bills are higher than before 
they went to work. This is attribut- 
ed partly to the pressure to call a 
doctor at the first threat of illness 
since they can’t take a chance on 
the possibility of serious illness; it 
is also blamed on the lack of time 
to nurse small ailments. 


The advantages of Social Secur- 
ity and various fringe benefits (in- 
surance, hospitalization, pension 
funds, etc.) for the working wife 
again depend largely on her hus- 
band’s situation. If his earnings are 
relatively high, then she can add 
very little to her Social Security 
protection through her own job; the 
same is often true regarding hospi- 
talization, insurance and pension 
advantages. If his earnings are low 
and his fringe benefits few, the situ- 
ation is reversed. 

Other elements that haven’t such 
a direct dollars-and-cents bearing on 
the family’s finances are still insep- 
arably involved with the family’s 
economic situation. The wives of 
most successful men, even the mod- 
erately successful, often have many 
obligations they cannot fulfill if 
they work (attending conventions, 
banquets, etc., representing their 
husbands in organizations, chari- 
ties; serving on boards, committees 
and auxiliaries). The wives of all 
men in public life — from the local 
mayor of a small town to the Presi- 
dent of the U. S., from members of 
the City Council to U. S. Senators 
— have many duties that often take 
more time, and require more abil- 
ity, than high-powered careers. 
(This is likewise true of the wives of 
clergymen, educators, etc.) 

There are also many non-paid 
community jobs that must be done 
by women with ability and educa- 
tion. The wife who has time to 
spare and ambition to work often 
finds more challenging opportuni- 
ties in these areas —in local poli- 
tics, on the school board, on the 
boards of the art museum, hospi- 
tal, historical society, local orches- 
tra or library. Since .a paid job 
might net only a very small percent- 
age of her earnings and take up all 
her free time, she might well de- 
cide that her talents would be bet- 
ter used in a voluntary community 
job in the field of her special inter- 
ests and training. And inevitably 
here too she would usually be more 
valuable to her husband’s career. 
For the wife whose outside activi- 
ties are integrated into the wider 
world in which the family moves 
enhances her husband’s position and 
thus consolidates her efforts with 
his, to the advantage of the family 
as a whole. A wife who is a re- 
spected community worker, rather 


than a job-holder, is often more of 
(continued first col., NEXT page) 














Working Wives (cont.) 


an asset to her husband in most 
medium sized communities — espe- 
cially if he is engaged in such oc- 
cupations as real estate, medicine, 
insurance, dentistry, education, the 
ministry, or in small independent 
businesses. This is even more true 


if he is an “organizational man.” 

(This survey on Working Wives and Eco- 
nomics will be continued in our next issue, in 
which we will cover the situation of the pro- 
fessionally trained career wife who prefers 
to work; the ways a wife can contribute to 
the family income without taking a paid job; 
the development of various maintenance and 
artistic skills through which she can make the 
family income go further. We will also report 
on the value the large corporations attach to 
a wife’s general education, intelligence and 
cultural attainments when an executive comes 
up for employment or promotion.) 


New Day in Oil 


The American oil corporations in 
the Mideast are now facing a pain- 
ful adjustment to something like a 
75-25 division of profits with the 
Arabian governments, replacing the 
old 50-50 split. As we forecast a 
year ago, the oil companies must 
either accept this or face a steady 
march towards confiscation. Oil is 
produced in the Mideast for only 
30 cents a barrel but the U. S. Mid- 
east companies have managed to 
maintain a price monopoly, selling 
their Mideast product to Europeans 
and Asians on the same general 
price structure as that of U. S.-pro- 
duced oil at $1.80 per barrel. Euro- 
pean and Asian businessmen have 
resented this exploitation of oil 
from their own hemispheres, have 
often petitioned the UN Economic 
Commissions with complaints. 

Finally, Italian and Japanese 
financial interests invaded the Mid- 
east, negotiating deals on what ap- 
proximates the 75-25 basis. U. S. 
oil interests used all pressure pos- 
sible to block them, creating much 
anger, especially in Rome. 

Then Standard of Indiana, having 
not been in the Mideast previously, 
likewise sought Mideast concessions 
and has faced demands by the Arabs 
which are reported to total the 75-25 
split, including the division of prof- 
its from the crude to the retail sale 

(continued NEXT col.) 


New Day in Oil (cont.) 


of oil products. The former 50-50 
split only included the sale of crude. 

Nearly two years ago, we report- 
ed that there were enlightened oil 
men who realized that a larger, 
more comprehensive plan for shar- 
ing the oil wealth would have to be 
worked out, but that the oil corpora- 
tions were resisting all such sugges- 
tions. Nasser hopes to unite all 
Arabia through his plan of “Ara- 
bian wealth for Arabians,” there- 
fore the best protection against con- 
fiscation of American investments 
in the Mideast would be new con- 
tracts that would give the Arab 
peoples a fairer share of oil profits, 
while also protecting the interests of 
the consumer. There is still time for 
this to be done, for the Arabian 
countries do not as yet have enough 
trained technicians to operate their 
fields, although that situation is ra- 
pidly changing, as thousands of 
young Arabs graduate from univer- 
sities at home and abroad. Abdulla 
Tariki, the young Arab in charge 
of oil negotiations for the Govern- 
ment of Saudi Arabia, who is caus- 
ing all this upset for the American 
oil corporations, is a graduate of 
Texas A. & M. 


IN VENEZUELA, the American 
oil companies are also facing pain- 
ful adjustments. President-elect Be- 
tancourt demands that the U.S. oil 
corporations replace the present 
50-50 division of the profits with a 
60-40 split. He expects to ban fur- 
ther expansion of foreign oil invest- 
ments and proposes the creation of 
a Venezuelan Government com- 
pany to operate all additional fields. 
Betancourt frankly told U. S. news- 
men in Caracas, “It is too soon to 
talk of a 75-25 split, but 60-40 
must come immediately.” Betan- 
court charges the U. S. oil firms 
earned 32 per cent on the capital 
investment last year. This rate of 
return, he said, is exceptional for 
any type of investment and particu- 


larly for an industry which has re- 
(continued first col., NEXT page) 


X-Ray and Forecast 


there can be no alternative but war. This seems incredible but there are in- 
fluential groups in Pentagon circles and in the State Dept. who preach the 
necessity of “striking first,” the necessity of destroying the Soviet before 
they get into production on long-range, high-speed hydrogen missiles. The 
influence of these extremists constitutes the greatest threat in the Berlin 
crisis. (See BTL, May 15, ’58; U. S. News, Dec. 13, 57; Foreign Affairs, 
Jan. °58.) 


DEBATE CONTINUES behind the scenes in Washington over the 
wisdom of establishing missile bases in West Germany and among our 
other allies. So there is still opportunity to influence the decision through 
your Congressman. The opportunity is particularly ripe, for there is con- 
siderable feeling in the new Congress that such decisions are being made 
behind closed doors, without even the Congress being informed until plans 
have been launched beyond recall. 


(continued) 


S the Soviet has seen these events take form, the Kremlin, as fearful 
of hydrogen war as any of us, has proposed several alternatives, the 
most important of which is that a “neutral” unarmed zone be established 
across Central Europe. As reported previously, highly respected American 
observers — Walter Lippmann, George Kennan, Norman Cousins and 
others — have urged the acceptance of this disengagement as an alternative 
to a dangerous toe-to-toe missile stalemate. Disengagement has four phases: 
(1) the prohibition of all atomic weapons from the two Germanys, from 
Poland, Czechoslovakia, Austria and other Central European countries; 
(2) the withdrawal of all foreign occupational forces — both Soviet and 
American — from these countries; (3) a systematic decrease in convention- 
al arms; (4) a planned increase in normal trade and cultural relations be- 
tween all Central European countries on both sides of the Iron Curtain. 
THE MOST RABID EXTREMISTS concede that war with Rus- 
sia would bring universal devastation and death, and almost all historians 
repudiate the Pentagon’s pet theme of “limited war” with an avoidance of 
atomic weapons — for what war ever went according to plan? Therefore 
these four steps to disengagement seem to be sane effective ways to ease 
tensions and give man and God a little more space and time to work for bet- 
ter achievements than radiation and death. U. S. policy-makers have tried to 
suppress and ignore all interest in disengagement — hence there has been 
far too little about it in the press — while they have demanded that the So- 
viet accept thorough-going aerial and ground inspection as a prerequisite 
of a ban on bomb tests and all other disarmament measures. The Russians, 
unable to permit teams of foreign observers to move freely within their 
borders, where student and peasant revolts often seethe under the surface, 
have countered with their own suggestion of disengagement — and there 
the stalemate stands. But how small is the distance separating us from a 
much more hopeful promising world. 


SOMERSAULT IN ARABIA — AND WASHINGTON 


NLY a few months ago the American press was filled with headlines 

labeling Pres. Gamal Nasser a Communist stooge, an agent of Mos- 
cow, a menace to U. S. security, etc. Shortly before this, in one of the 
most unusual displays of oil-inspired diplomacy, King Saud of Arabia and 
his small crippled son (Saud’s other forty sons, sixty daughters, eighty 
wives and 500 concubines were left home, many of them also diseased and 
crippled) were feted in Washington and in the press as a festooned symbol 
of U. S. policy in Arabia. At that time this Newsletter, with information 
from American educators, Point Four people and others in the Mideast, 
reported that Nasser was not a Communist, that he was an ambitious, 
Sunni Moslem reformist with but one wife, that he had an immense ap- 
peal for all modern Arab youth and was looking for help to rebuild Arab 
nationalism and unity and would take the help wherever he might find it, 
East or West. King Saud, we reported, was a symbol of feudal wealth, rid- 
ing into a welter of revolutionary change with an oil-smudged U. S. flag 
plastered to his baroosh. 

OUR ABLE INFORMANTS missed it a bit geographically, for it 
was the oil kingdom of Iraq that blew up first, the King murdered in his 
oil-built palace during the violence. But now the new revolutionary gov- 
ernments of Iraq and Saudi Arabia are both tottering under the pounding 
of Communist propaganda which has a strong appeal to the ragged Arab 
people. The White House and State Dept. are attempting convulsive policy 
switches while our $300 billion atomic war establishment stands by help- 
lessly with nothing whatever to offer in the way of defense against this 
kind of Communist attack. It is now being admitted that Nasser is not 
communistic — the news that he is arresting all Reds in the Syrian part of 
his United Arab Republic is just now being played up in our press, al- 
though the Communist party has been banned in Egypt ever since Nasser 


came to power! 
(continued third col., NEXT page) 





New Day in Oil 
(continued) 
captured its original investment 
many times during the last 30 years. 
(Wall Street Journal, Dec. 12.) 

The U.S. oil cartels have had am- 
ple warnings of these moves. When 
World War II ended, world leaders 
believed it was essential that petro- 
leum come under the control of the 
United Nations to assure all nations 
a fair and just access to the earth’s 
most important source of energy. 

Could we expect the peoples of 
Asia, Africa and all Europe to pay 
tribute indefinitely to a few Ameri- 
can corporations which had man- 
aged to get a monopoly control ov- 
er these resources — no matter how 
much credit is due the American 
companies for their pioneering spir- 
it, their skill and initiative? Espe- 
cially should this question be asked 
when this tribute is extraordinarily 
high and when these resources lie 
beyond our hemisphere and at the 
back door of those who pay tribute. 

When World War II ended and 
the cost of war in treasure and hu- 
man suffering was fresh in the 
minds of men, it was realized that 
peace would be impossible unless 
oil were taken out of international 
politics where the possession of it 
and the need of it could so easily 
ignite the world. 

But all suggestions that the 
world’s oil be put under UN con- 
trol were vigorously opposed by 
the U. S. oil interests, and every 
effort made to set up such a UN 
commission was fought by the U. S. 
State Dept. acting under pressure 
from the oil interests. This is well 
known in all diplomatic circles. 
Under the United Nation dream of 
world cooperation, the U. S. oil in- 
vestments, with reasonable profit 
allowances, would have been pro- 
tected. But the dream was killed 
by the U. S. oil corporations. And 
now, in the Mideast and Latin 
America, the nationalization and 
confiscation of U. S. oil properties 
will likely be the next step after 
the 75-25 split has been established. 
(For report on U. S. opposition to 
UN Oil Commission, see World 
Report Dec. 3, 1946.) 


Even today, every time the ques- 
tion of oil in world politics comes 
to the fore in the halls of the UN, 
the oil lobbyists swarm the UN 
halls. Recently a resolution was 
proposed in the UN that the UN 
Secretary-General study the possi- 
bilities of international cooperation 
in the development of oil resources 
of backward nations and the use of 
their oil income for their technical 
and industrial development. The ef- 
fect of this resolution was extraor- 
dinary, according to Donald Grant, 
UN observer for the St. Louis Post- 
Dispatch and other newspapers. “In 


no time at all the U. S. oil lobby- 
(continued on NEXT col.) 


ists were swarming over the UN, 
crowding into the conference rooms 
and bringing pressure upon U. S. 
delegations and others. One Ameri- 
can UN diplomat finally com- 
plained to the oil people. ‘Let us 
alone so we can protect your 
interests.’ ” 

OIL AND POLITICS: Do you 
remember the hullaballoo over the 
Tidelands oil issue during the Eisen- 
hower campaign in 1952? The bil- 
lionaire oil corporations, powerful 
in such Southern states as Texas, 
Louisiana and Oklahoma, backed 
Eisenhower in return for the GOP 
promise that the Tidelands oil prop- 
erties would be turned from Federal 
controls back to the states. Oil 
companies have notoriously been 
able to manipulate state legislatures 
in favor of corporation interests. 
Thus, the corporations could do 
pretty much as they pleased, once 
the Tideland’s oil properties were 
beyond control of Federal agencies. 


Despite the 1952 Tidelands deal, 
the Dept. of Justice on Sept. 16 
asserted control over off-shore oil 
lands in view of “the international 
position of the U.S.” In a brief, filed 
with the Supreme Court preparatory 
to arguments on the Tidelands 
issue, the Justice Dept. brought suit 
against Louisiana, Texas, Florida, 
Alabama and Mississippi in an ef- 
fort to determine whether the states 
or the Federal Government would 
get the fees from oil companies 
which are drilling in the disputed 
off-shore areas. The U. S. contends 
that state control is confined to a 
3-mile belt around the coast line. 
The states — with all the old cam- 
paign verbiage to support them — 
claim 10.5 miles out to sea. 





ADDENDA: In our issue of Dec. 
15th, the report, “The Egg and 
You,” included the following para- 
graph: “The supermarket thus is as- 
sured of adequate poultry supplies 
at fixed prices, the poultry raiser 
assured of his income—if he works 
long hours and has no bad luck 
with any of the numerous chick 
diseases. Thus nobody takes any 
risk — except the farmer.” 

Generally speaking, this is true; 
however, the farmers who raise 
broilers under contract are usually 
guaranteed against losses from dis- 
ease; while some egg producers are, 
many are not. But few can make 
even a sustenance profit without the 
benefit of the incentive bonuses 
which the integrated poultry con- 
tract offers and the incentive bo- 
nuses mean little or nothing when 
broiler or laying flocks are stricken 
by one of the many chick diseases. 
In the necessity for all possible 
brevity we regret that Between The 
Lines is liable to such errors of 
omission or explanation. 


X-Ray and Forecast 


(continued) 


If Iraq goes Communist in the months ahead, as it well might, 
both Saudi Arabia and Iran will be in great jeopardy for both stand un- 
steadily on feudal foundations. Russia has no need to invade these areas 
with armies or drop atom bombs to bring them within the international 
Soviet. And this after the U. S. has spent hundreds of millions on a mil- 
itary build-up in Turkey as a barrier against communism in the Mideast! 


LABOR REFORM 


ITH the convening of the new Congress, labor reform again be- 

comes a major issue. But labor reform legislation must overcome 
the political pressures which the labor vote can create on one hand and the 
counter-pressures which the large business interests will launch on the 
other. These conflicting interests prevented the last Congress from enact- 
ing labor legislation and may do so again unless pressure from the consum- 
ing public is sufficiently felt in Congress to offset other influence blocs. 


JAMES HOFFA is rushing forward to head off the growing agita- 
tion for a nationwide labor clean-up by increasing the power and rule of 
his International Teamsters through the absorption into his union struc- 
ture of all transport and communications workers. This will give Hoffa the 
greatest accumulation of power ever known in the U. S. political and labor 
scene. We must not discount the loyalty Hoffa inspires; he gets results for 
his workers. Hoffa has never been stamped with the Communist label, but 
the world has seen many tyrannies that were not Marxist. And if Hoffa en- 
larges his union as planned, he will stand about where Hitler did in Ger- 
many in 1931. The only thing missing will be a severe national economic 
crisis. The only way to counter such a dangerous move is to support re- 
sponsible labor leadership — and that big business refuses to do. In George 
Meany and Walter Reuther and a few others, the nation has conscientious, 
responsible, rigidly honest labor leadership, but big business fights Meany 
and smears Walter Reuther on every possible front. As we have pointed 
out previously, Reuther would rate as a Socialist or Laborite were he Brit- 
ish or Scandinavian, but such political views don’t make him a Communist 
— in fact the Laborites of England and the Socialists of Scandinavia hap- 
pen to be the most dynamic enemies of communism. Because Reuther is 
young and politically ambitious, as is Hoffa, he is the prime target of big 
business organizations (Chamber of Commerce, National Ass’n of Manu- 
facturers, etc.) These groups would destroy Reuther and leave the field to 
Jim Hoffa and his network of racketeers and goons. 


THE COURT OF INDUSTRIAL ARBITRATION is an approach 
to the labor problem that would save the American people from much 
suffering in the future. Some years ago Henry J. Allen, former Governor 
of Kansas and U. S. Senator, campaigned for such a system that would 
consist of local, state and national courts of industrial arbitration to which 
all labor disputes would be submitted before a strike could be called. 
Sweden has long had a similar system and strikes there have been rare. 
When arbitration machinery of this type is available, a labor dispute must 
be submitted to a court of five made up of two independent citizens (not 
members of labor unions) appointed by labor and two independent citizens 
appointed by industry, and a third party appointed by the other members 
of the court. (The court may consist of seven or more selected in the same 
proportion.) If either contesting party refuses to accept the verdict of the 
court, an appeal may be made to the state court of industrial arbitration 
which is similarly constituted. If the decision of the state court is contested, 
the case may be carried to the national court of industrial arbitration, also 
constituted along the same impartial lines; all this before a strike can be 
called. The experience of Sweden indicates that few strikes really come 
off after the demands of labor and arguments of management have been 
submitted to such continuous and thorough scrutiny. 


LABOR AND BUSINESS in the U. S. both fight the idea of 
Courts of Industrial Arbitration. Labor leaders, because the courts pre- 
vent strikes and the strike is an instrument of power in the hands of labor 
leaders. Shorn of the strike weapon, labor leaders must confine themselves 
to the task of managing their unions efficiently. Business leaders have 
fought a Court of Industrial Arbitration because it would require that they 
submit their books to the close scrutiny of the court, to establish whether 
the corporation can afford to pay more, and whether labor’s production 
justifies a larger reward. The cultivation of public interest in arbitration 
courts could soon usher in a new day of economic peace, for there is much 
awareness of the great losses and hardships which strikes bring, often with 
little justification. Someday we will reach a higher level of economic 
society where the extra dividends of goodwill and understanding will not 
be stolen from us by selfishness, fear and strife. 





